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VICE PRESIDENT SHOULD STICK
TO FACTS WHEN CAMPAIGNING
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a

previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Florida (Mr. FOLEY) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. FOLEY. Mr. Speaker, the Vice
President last week in my home State
in Tallahassee decided that he needed
to make an example of the high cost of
prescription drugs. The Vice President
used statistics compiled by the Demo-
cratic National Committee relative to
cost for either human consumption or
animal consumption. But the Vice
President did not just stop there. He
decided to embellish the story. It has
been in all the major papers. He de-
cided to create a story about his moth-
er-in-law and his pet. He went on to de-
scribe how they are taking arthritis
medication for their conditions and
how the disparity of price between
what the dog takes and what the moth-
er-in-law takes was so startling and so
outrageous.

Now, of course, in Florida we have a
lot of seniors. In fact, I am probably
the seventh oldest Medicare district in
America. So when it comes to prescrip-
tion drugs, a subject I know something
about that we have been working on in
the Committee on Ways and Means, I
take strong offense to the fact that he
would not only create false statements
and mislead the public, not only embel-
lish the story, but create it out of
sheer nonsense. And so my seniors, who
are waiting for some relief from the
high cost of prescription drugs,
scratched their heads and wondered
why somebody who has been in office
so long would not just stick to the
facts. Why would they have to create
stories involving their own family?

During the same week, the Vice
President was saying that we need
medical privacy; that the United
States Congress should strive to make
certain that every person’s medical
record is protected; that they cannot
be exposed to public scrutiny; that
they cannot be used against them. But
we might want to ask him a little more
about that privacy issue before we re-
lease any of our details to the govern-
ment, because he seems to relate a lot
of private medical information for the
sheer sake of politics. His mother-in-
law now has all her neighbors knowing
what medications she takes. She may
or may not have agreed to that release;
we just do not know. We do not even
know if she takes the medication to
this date. They have not been forth-
coming with the facts.

I think the Vice President owes the
American public an explanation. Does
his dog take the medication? Do the
Federal taxpayers pay for his dog’s
medication? Does Mrs. Gore or the Vice
President drive to the veterinarian and
get the prescription or is its supplied
by somebody there at the Naval Ob-
servatory?

We have also heard over the recent
weeks about his condemnation of Hol-
lywood and the movie industry. Yet

just last night he is there saying to ev-
erybody, ‘‘Don’t worry, I am only mak-
ing statements. I don’t want to alarm
you. I still want your campaign con-
tributions. I still want to be your
friend, but I am going to blast you in
public and make sinners of all of you.’’
He takes the money; throws darts.
Takes the money; makes accusations.

‘‘I created the Internet.’’ That was a
statement he made a few weeks ago, or
a few months ago. He discovered Love
Canal; he was the subject of Love
Story. Yet today he is virtually absent
when we are talking about high energy
prices.

We talked about the soccer moms in
the 1996 election and how important
they are. And I hope they will all re-
flect when they fill up their Chrysler
minivans or SUVs that the cost of fuel
is now about $1.75, the highest it has
been in 10 years, and certainly the
highest it has been during this admin-
istration. So filling up the minivan is
now a costly chore for mothers and fa-
thers as they proceed to work and take
their kids to soccer practice. But there
is no one there taking credit for the oil
policy of this administration.

Today, the stock market is down 200
points, largely because of energy
prices; and I do not hear anybody tak-
ing credit for that. The administration
has the Energy Department. One would
think they would figure out a response.
Yet they can only accuse the other side
of the aisle and our presidential nomi-
nee, that they are tied to big oil.
Maybe they should stand up and say at
least we can figure out an energy pol-
icy that will be good for America; that
may bring down the cost of fuel for the
consumers of America.

This robust economy that we under-
stand that they have taken full credit
for for the last 8 years may in fact be
in a decline because of energy prices. It
is insidious. It affects transportation;
it affects heating bills. Wait until this
winter, when we talk about the polit-
ical dynamics of choosing food and
medicine. We now have to choose be-
tween food, medicine and fuel, heating
oil for our homes.

So I would just like it, if we are
going to start embellishing rhetoric,
creating facts, making up names, in-
serting foot in mouth, that at least
somebody come to this floor and ad-
dress the voters and taxpayers of this
Nation as to where we are going with
our energy policy. It is getting very
difficult because those who are making
the energy policy do not fill up their
own tanks, so they do not feel the pain.
They do not feel the pain when we
reach into our wallets each week and
pull out those precious dollars in order
to keep our lives going forward and fill-
ing our vehicles with gasoline.

So, today, as we proceed to continue
discussing appropriations items and
the future of this Congress and the di-
rection of our Nation, I do again urge
the Vice President to please at least
stick to the script and stick to the
straight facts. I would hope he would

not create and embellish names and
drugs that are being taken by his fam-
ily, which may or may not be true.

The American public deserves the
truth. They deserve to know the facts.
They need to know exactly where we
are going on a prescription drug policy.
We do not need to bring in Fido and the
rest of the family to make a point. It
was fraudulent, it was false, it was de-
meaning, it was misleading, and it was
done in Florida, in a State where sen-
iors are looking for honesty and deci-
sions rather than fraudulent state-
ments.
f

BORN ALIVE INFANTS
PROTECTION ACT

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Pennsylvania (Mr. PITTS)
is recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. PITTS. Mr. Speaker, it was not
long ago we were all scratching our
heads wondering how anyone could ask
what the meaning of ‘‘is’’ is.

Words have plain meanings, or at
least they used to. And while many of
us laughed about the President’s confu-
sion, this kind of semantic game has
become a matter of life and death for
many newborns because many in the
abortion industry are trying to con-
vince us that even after a child is born,
even if he or she is born healthy, the
child is not really a person. They claim
the baby has no rights or legal protec-
tions, or even the right to live. The
U.S. Court of Appeals for the Third
District has gone so far as to rule in
favor of this outrageous position.

This is yet another example of a
group of radical judges turning kooky
ideas into law through a fiat that the
Constitution does not entitle them to.

b 1445

In the case of Planned Parenthood of
Central New Jersey v. Farmer, the
court ruled that it was ‘‘nonsensical
for a State legislature to conclude that
an infant’s location in or outside the
mother’s womb has any relevance in
deciding if the child may be killed. The
Court decided that all that matters is
whether or not the mother intended to
have an abortion, even if it was a par-
tial-birth abortion, which most Ameri-
cans think is murder.’’

In other words, if a child is born alive
because a doctor has induced labor as
part of an abortion procedure, regard-
less of how late in the pregnancy, the
child still may be killed. It does not
matter how healthy the baby is or how
loudly it cries. Once the mother de-
cides to abort her child, it makes no
difference how the baby exits the
womb, we may still kill the child with
impunity.

Mr. Speaker, how on Earth can we
claim to be a civilized nation when we
are killing living, breathing children
and calling it legal?

I would like to read a portion of the
testimony Jill Stanek gave back in
July during the hearings on the Born
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